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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4 & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over Cannon 
et al (U.S. 6,754,715) 

3. As per claim 1 & 12 Cannon disclosed a data processing method for transmitting video 
movie data having a plurality of frames from a server of a video movie provider to a user 
terminal in response to a request of the user in a video-on-demand system, the method 
comprising the steps of: (a) determining whether the user is an authorized member (col. 3, lines 
58-67); (b) if the user is determined to be the authorized member, transmitting information for 
movie selection to the user terminal (col. 18, lines 34-40); (c) when the user selects a particular 
movie, transmitting data for a play screen on which the user can operate the frames of the movie 
remotely and recording the time at which the data for the play screen is transmitted as a login 
time; (d) setting a value of a frame counter that counts the number of the currently transmitted 
frame as an initial value(col.4, lines30-49); and (e) when the user selects one of buttons 
including a play button, a stop button, a rewind button and a fast forward button, performing the 
function corresponding to the selected button (col. 6, lines 40-60). 
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4. As per claim 2 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 1, 
wherein, at said step (e), when the play button is selected, transmitting the video movie data from 
the frame corresponding to the value of the frame counter and recording the time at which the 
play button is selected; when the play button is stopped, recording the frames that moved while 
the play button is selected (col. 4, lines 30-64); when the stop button is selected, stopping data 
transmission of the movie data (col. 17, lines 45-50); when the rewind button is selected, 
changing the value of the frame counter to a previous frame by the number as the user requests 
and recording the time at which the rewind button is selected and the frames that are moved 
(col. 17, lines 32-44); and, when the fast forward button is selected, changing the value of the 
frame counter to a post frame by the number as the user requests and recording the time at which 
the fast forward button is selected and the frames that are caused to move (col.l6-lines 17-23 & 
col. 17, lines 50-56). 

5. As per claim 3 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 2, 
wherein, at said step (b) if the user selects preview for a movie, preview data of the selected 
movie is transmitted to the user terminal (col. 3, lines 58-67 & col.4, lines 1-8). 

6. As per claim 4 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 3, 
wherein, at said step (e), if the user selects screen capture on the play screen, information for the 
frame at that time is recorded in the server (coL12, lines 38-55 & col. 13, lines 4-11). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 5-11 & 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon 
(U.S. 6,754,715), Rakavy (U.S. 5,913,040), Sebestyen (U.S. 5,999,985), Doerr (U.S. 5,949,41 1), 
Neel (U.S. 5,838,314), Shah-Nazaroff (U.S. 6,157,377) and Herz (U.S. 5,754,938). 

9. Claim 5 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715) and Rakavy (U.S. 5,913,040). 

As per claim 5 Cannon disclosed method as recited in claim 4 (see claim 4), however Cannon did 
not disclose expHcitly further comprising the step of using the captured screen as a screen saver. 
In the same field of endeavor Rakavy disclosed the step of using the captured screen as a screen 
saver (col. 8, lines 4-13). 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated using the captured image as the screen saver in a terminal in order to 
enhance the user's terminal to the theme of their liking. 

10. Claim 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715) and Rakavy (U.S. 5,913,040). 
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As per claim 6 Cannon disclosed method as recited in claim 4 (see claim 4), however Cannon did 
not disclose explicitly further comprising the step of using the captured screen as a background 
image. In the same field of endeavor Rakavy disclosed the step of using the captured screen as a 
background image (col. 7, lines 51-55 & coll 1, lines 45-49). 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated using the captured image as background image in the terminal in 
order to enhance the user's terminal to the theme of their liking. 

1 1 . Claim 7 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715) and Sebestyen (U.S. 5,999,985). 

As per claim 7 Cannon disclosed method as recited in claim 4 (see claim 4), however Cannon did 
not disclose explicitly further comprising the step of using the captured screen as an attached file 
for mailing. In the same field of endeavor Sebestyen disclosed the step of using captured screen 
as an attached file for mailing (col. 3, lines 63-67, col.4, lines 1-19 & lines 23-32). 
It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the mailing capability of captured file in order to make the system 
more robust by giving it the capability to share information with other users. 

12. Claim 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715) and Doerr (U.S. 5,949,411). 

As per claim 8 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 1 (see claim 1), 
however Cannon did not disclose wherein the server is provided with data concerning the movie 
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evaluation score given by the users who have tried previously the movie and the score is 
provided to the user on the movie selection screen at said step (b). In the same field of endeavor 
Doerr disclosed wherein the server is provided with data concerning the movie evaluation score 
given by the users who have tried previously the movie and the score is provided to the user on 
the movie selection screen at said step (b) (col. 2, lines 38-63 & col. 5, lines 50-54). 
It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the data concerning the movie evaluation in order to provide viewer 
with a broader prospective on the likeability of the movie feature before selecting it. 

13. Claims 9 & 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon 
(U.S. 6,754,715) andNeel (U.S. 5,838,314). 

As per claims 9 & 10 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 1 (see 
claim 1), however Cannon did not disclose wherein the database server has a Hst of movies that 
the user has tried previously, and said step (c) includes the step (cl) of comparing the selected 
movie with the movies in the list and then notifying the user of the fact that the user have tried 
the selected movie previously, if such is the case. In the same field of endeavor Neel disclosed 
wherein the database server has a list of movies that the user has tried previously, and said step 
(c) includes the step (cl) of comparing the selected movie with the movies in the list and then 
notifying the user of the fact that the user have tried the selected movie previously, if such is the 
case (col. 6, lines 10-25). 
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It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have shows a list of previously viewed movies to the customer in order to enhance and 
personalize their movie watching experience and in intern make the system more user friendly. 

14. Claim 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715), Neel (U.S. 5,838,314) and Shah-Nazaroff (U.S. 6,157,377). 

As per claim 1 1 Cannon-Neel disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 10, 
however Cannon-Neel did not disclose wherein, at said step ;(c2), when it is determined by a 
determination process that the movie selected has not been completely watched by the user, a 
special rate fee is applied to the user. In the same field of endeavor Shah-Nazaroff disclosed 
wherein, at said step ;(c2), when it is determined by a determination process that the movie 
selected has not been completely watched by the user, a special rate fee is applied to the user 
(col.2, lines 18-24). 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the function of alternative billing based on the service received by the 
customer and as a result provide accurate charges to the customer. 

15. Claim 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon (U.S. 
6,754,715) and Herz (U.S. 5,754,938). 

As per claim 13 Cannon disclosed the data processing method as recited in claim 1, however 
Cannon did not disclose wherein, the web server provides chatting function for enabling a 
plurality of the users to watch a movie and chat simultaneously. In the same field of endeavor 
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Herz disclosed wherein, the web server provides chatting function for enabling a plurality of the 
users to watch a movie and chat simultaneously (col72, Hnes 64-67). 

It would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the chat functionality with other viewers in order to make the system 
more interactive and versatile. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Lawler (U.S. 5,758,259) disclosed automated selective programming guide. 

Baryala (U.S. 5,717,468) disclosed system and method for dynamically reording and 

displaying comments for a video movie. 

Reeder (U.S. 5,852,812) disclosed billing system for a network. 

Hashimoto (U.S. 5,912,697) disclosed video mail system capable of transferring large 

quantities of data without hampering other data transmissions. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asghar Bilgrami whose telephone number is 703-305-4623. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:00-5 :00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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